On behalf of myself and my co-authors, I wish to clarify the relationship between a paper recently published in Neuropsychologia (Hui et al., 2014) and two other papers reporting analyses of the same data set (Zhao et al., 2013; and Xie et al., 2015) . The three papers used totally different approaches to analyze the same datasets independently. Although the three studies addressed questions about connectivity in general, they are concerned with different and specific issues. Zhao et al. (2013) investigated the alteration of effective connectives during the four real-time training runs using Granger Causality analysis. Hui et al. (2014) investigated the differences in task-dependent functional connectivity in the motor network between pre-training and posttraining motor execution (ME) and motor imagery (MI) tasks using independent component analysis, and in addition, investigated the relationship among altered functional connectivity, the activity of the target region (right PMA), and behavioral performance. Xie et al. (2015) explored task-independent changes in functional connectivity between bilateral (left and right) PMA and other motor-related regions during the MI tasks after the neurofeedback training, using partial correlation and graph theory methods. Because the three papers had different overall aims and motivations, address different issues, and use different methods, they do not significantly overlap with one another. We acknowledge however that it was our oversight and miscommunication that led to our failure to cross-cite these 3 publications, and to differently describe the subject sample, which was common to all three papers.
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